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REMARKS 

The following remarks are made in response to the Non-Final Office Action mailed 
April 17, 2006. In that Office Action, the Examiner withdrew the allowability of claim 5 in 
view of "newly discovered reference(s)." Claim 19 was rejected on the ground of non- 
statutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 5 of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,724,635. Claims 1-4, 6, and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cranston, III, et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,049,449 ("Cranston") in view of 
Searle et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,684,654 ("Searle"). Claims 5 and 19 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cranston in view of Searle et al., as applied to 
claims 1-4, 6, and 7^ and further in view of the Background of the present application. 

With this Response, Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) rejections of claims 1-7 and 19. Claims 1-7 and 19 remain pending in the application 
and are presented for reconsideration and allowance. 

Double-Patenting Rejection 

The Examiner rejected claim 19 on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 5 of U.S. Patent No. 6,724,635, In the 
Response to the previous Office Action, Applicants submitted therewith a Terminal 
Disclaimer for U.S. Patent No. 6,724,635. Applicants believe that the previously submitted 
Terminal Disclaimer obviates the current rejection of claim 19, 

35 U,S,C, 8103 Rejections 

Claims 1-4, 6, and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cranston, III, et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,049,449 ("Cranston") in view of Searle et al., U.S. 
Patent No. 5,684,654 ("Searle"). Independent claim 1 is directed to a server system, and 
recites "a server management card coupled to the plurality of printed circuit assemblies for 
monitoring and managing operation of the server system, the server management card 
receiving and storing status information from the plurality of printed circuit assemblies", and 
"a user selectable lockout mechanism for controlling electronic access to the server 
management card." . 
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The Examiner stated that Cranston discloses "a server management card (61, column 
4, line 58)". (Office Action at para. no. 4, page 4). Element 61 of Cranston is a riser card 
that serves as a means for electrically and mechanically cormecting accessory cards to planar 
circuit board 51. (Cranston at col. 4, lines 52-54). There is no teaching or suggestion in 
Cranston that the computer system disclosed therein could or should be configured as a server 
system. There is no teaching or suggestion in Cranston that the riser card 61 could or should 
be configured as a server management card. There is no teaching or suggestion in Cranston 
that the riser card 61 performs any server management functions, or that the riser card 61 
stores status information received fi-om a plurality of printed circuit assemblies. 

The Examiner acknowledged that "Cranston does not specific (sic) disclose the first 
LCD panel including a user selectable lockout mechanism having a lockout key and 
including a LED", (Office Action at para. no. 4, page 4). The Examiner stated that "Searle 
teaches a data storage unit (10); see figure 1 comprising a control panel (16, column 2, line 
49), the panel includes a LCD (126) having a lockout mechanism key including LED (128, 
132), see figure 7." (Office Action at para. no. 4, page 4). Searle is directed to a storage unit 
for storing data external to a computer system (see, e.g., Searle at Abstract, and col. 2, lines 
45-50), and includes no teaching or suggestion regarding a server system, a server 
management card of a server system, or an LCD panel with a user selectable lockout 
mechanism for controlling electronic access to a server management card of a server system. 
Searle discloses a lock 128 (Figure 7), but there is no teaching or suggestion in Searle that the 
lock 128 is configured to control electronic access to a server management card of a server 
system. 

In the Response to Argument Section of the present Office Action, the Examiner 
stated that: 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, and 19 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
Applicant argues: 

Cranston does not disclose a server system, and a raiser card of 
Cranston would not be a server management card. 
Examiner disagrees. 

Cranston discloses a computer hardware system such as a computer 
utilized in industrial application comprising a motherboard and a plurality of 
raiser cards, each of the raiser card having different functions provided on the 
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system. The computer system of Cranston can be server in different functions 
depended on the functional of each of the raiser cards. Therefore, the 
computer of Cranston can be served as a server system. Further, each of the 
raiser cards having different functions, so that the card can be serve as an 
individual function operated on the computer. Thus, the raiser card can be 
served as a server card. 

Examiner believes the rejection is proper. (Office Action at para. no. 6, pages 
5-6). 

It is not clear to Applicant why the Examiner contends that Applicant's previously 
submitted arguments "are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection." The grounds of 
rejection of claims 1-4, 6, and 7 in the present Office Action are identical to the grounds of 
rejection of these claims in the previous Office Action (i.e., rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Cranston, III, et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,049,449 ("Cranston") in 
view of Searle et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,684,654 ("Searle")). Applicant respectfully submits 
that Applicant's previously submitted arguments are valid, and that the Examiner has not 
established a prima facie case of obviousness of claims 1-4, 6, and 7. 

The Examiner indicated above that Cranston discloses that the computer system could 
be used in industrial applications. The remainder of the Examiner's response appears to be 
simply speculation, with no citation to any supporting disclosure in Cranston. The Examiner 
has not identified any disclosure in Cranston to support the statements that "the computer 
system of Cranston can be server" and "the computer of Cranston can be served as a server 
system." The Examiner also has not identified any disclosure in Cranston to support the 
statement that "the raiser card can be served as a server card". 

The statement in Cranston that the computer system could be used in industrial 
applications does not teach or suggest that the computer system could or should be 
configured as a server system, or that the riser card 61 could or should be configured as a 
server management card. There is no teaching or suggestion in Cranston that the riser card 
61 is configured to perform "monitoring and managing operation of the server system" or 
"receiving and storing status information from the plurality of printed circuit assemblies", as 
recited in claim 1 . 

The Examiner's response to Applicant's arguments does not address Applicant's 
arguments regarding Searle. Searle discloses a lock 128 (Figure 7), but there is no teaching 
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or suggestion in Searle that the lock 128 is configured to control electronic access to a server 
management card of a server system. Thus, like Cranston, Searle also does not teach or 
suggest "a user selectable lockout mechanism for controlling electronic access to the server 
management card", as recited in claim 1 . 

In view of the above, independent claim 1 is not taught or suggested by Cranston and 
Searle, either alone, or in combination. Applicant respectfully requests removal of the 
rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), and requests allowance of this claim. 
Dependent claims 2-4, 6, and 7 further define patentably distinct claim 1, and are believed to 
be allowable over the cited prior art. Applicant respectfully requests removal of the rejection 
of claims 2-4, 6, and 7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), and requests allowance of these claims. 

Claims 2-4, 6, and 7 are also further distinguishable over the cited references. As one 
example, dependent claim 6 recites "wherein the lockout mechanism comprises a lockout key 
for arbitrating control of the server management card between the first LCD panel and the set 
of user interfaces." There is no teaching or suggestion in Searle that the lock 128 disclosed 
therein arbitrates control of a server management card between an LCD panel and a set of 
user interfaces. Applicant respectfully requests allowance of dependent claims 2-4, 6, and 7. 

Claims 5 and 19 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cranston in view of Searle et al., as applied to claims 1-4, 6, and 7, and further in view of the 
Background of the present application. With respect to claims 5 and 19, the Examiner stated 
that "Cranston and Searle disclose all of the limitations of the claimed invention, except for 
the set of user interfaces of the serve management card including at least one of a second 
LCD panel, a serial interface, and a LAN interface. The Background of the instant 
application shows a console communication server systems, each of the servers comprises an 
RS-232 port/interface, see column 1." (Office Action at para. no. 5, page 5) (emphasis 
added). 

The Background of the Invention section of the present application discloses that 
"each server typically includes an RS-232 port". (Specification at page 1) (emphasis added). 
Thus, the Background discloses that the "server" includes an RS-232 port, but includes no 
teaching or suggestion regarding a server management card, let alone a server management 
card that includes a set of user interfaces for configuring the server management card and 
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accessing the stored status information from the server management card, wherein the set of 
user interfaces of the server management card includes at least one of a second LCD panel, a 
serial interface, and a LAN interface. 

In view of the above, independent claim 19 is not taught or suggested by Cranston and 
Searle, either alone, or in combination. Applicant respectfully requests removal of the 
rejection of claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), and requests allowance of this claim. 
Dependent claim 5 further defines patentably distinct claim 1 , is further distinguishable over 
the cited references, and is believed to be allowable over the cited prior art. Applicant 
respectfully requests removal of the rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), and 
requests allowance of this claim. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the above. Applicant respectfully submits that pending claims 1-7 and 19 
are in form for allowance and are not taught or suggested by the cited references. Therefore, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections and allowance of claims 1-7 and 19 is 
respectfully requested. 

No fees are required under 37 C.F.R. 1.16(h)(i). However, if such fees are required, 
the Patent Office is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 08-2025. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the Applicant's representative at the below-listed 
telephone numbers to facilitate prosecution of this application. 

Any inquiry regarding this Response should be directed to either Jeff A. Holmen, Esq. 
at Telephone No. (612) 573-0178, Facsimile No. (612) 573-2005 or David A. Plettner, Esq. at 
Telephone No. (408) 447-3013, Facsimile No. (408) 447-0854. In addition, all 
correspondence should continue to be directed to the following address: 
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IP Administration 
Legal Department, M/S 35 
HEWLETT-PACKARD COMPANY 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 



Respectfully submitted. 

Thane M. Larson et al. 

By their attorneys, 

DICKE, BILLIG & CZAJA, PLLC 
Fifth Street Towers, Suite 2250 
100 South Fifth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
Telephone: (612) 573-0178 
Facsimile: (612) 573-2005 

n.,.- -7kl<x. n jlo-niJ-' 

JAHijmc JeffZTmimeri 

Reg. No. 38,492 



CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.8 : 



The undersigned hereby certifies that this paper or papers, as described herein, are being deposited in the United States 
Postal Service, as first class mail, in an envelope add|tess to: Mail Stop Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. 
Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on this ¥i Uav of Jiib:, 2006. 



By: 




Namd/ JeffrA. Holmen 
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